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SYNOPSIS

On July 26, 2012, U.S. EPA CID Special Agent interviewed Engineer of Water
Systems, Detroit Water & Sewerage Department (DWSD, regarding 8l oversight of a contract
known as DWS 844A “Security Contract.” Also present for the interview was_ Deputy
Corporation Counsel, City of Detroit Law Department.

DETAILS

On July 26, 2012, U.S. EPA CID Special Agent interviewed Engineer of Water
Systems, Detroit Water & Sewerage Department (DWSD, regarding {8l oversight of a contract
known as DWS 844A “Security Contract.” Also present for the interviéw was— Deputy
Corporation Counsel, City of Detroit Law Department. ‘M was previously interviewed by SA
RIS i this investigation and provided the follo rformation:

% was asked to review several documents related to the execution of DWS 844A. had
hese documents to SA via email after their last meeting. One of the décuments
was 1dentified by as the change order for DWS 844A (@ drafted in July of 2005 after being
mstructed to do s WSD management. explained that the work as detailed in this
document was adding to the scope of work S 844A. The five water intake plants were not
mncluded i the original contract as they were manned stations, where facilities in the DWS 844A
contract were unmanned. Belle Isle was an unmanned location but was not included in the original
scope of work for DWS 844A. All of the manned DWSD stations were to be addressed for security
upgrades under a separate contract. recalled that there was talk of adding the five plants plus
Belle Isle and that either KV or SD told that the DWSD Security Division
was requesting that these facilities be added to DWS 844A. was not aware that Security
Division Assistant Chief was opposed to the s being added to the contract and
that il position was that the work was not needed. M was also not aware that in the past the
five Water intake plants and Belle Isle had been pro to be added to M343, which was a Detroit
Contracting Inc. contract and that had written a memo documenting that the security systems
at these facilities were adequate a in need of improvements. was not the project
manager for M343 but is familiar with it as! monitored some of rk performed.

M thought that the change order was scuttled due to “sticker shock” over the cost of the
itional work which was $25 million. This equated to a larger portion of the original contract
price of DWS 844A.

The cynical side of m thought that the change order was to steer work to a favored contractor
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and the engineering side of figured the additional work was just too big to add to DWS
844A from apractical stan . gut reaction was that [N pulled the right

strings with the DWSD management confirmed that the change order for 812 which @l had

emailed to SA was the ork which had been proposed for the July 2005 DWS

844A change order. would have toldH to add the work under 812.

M did not have any discussions with regarding the change order for DWS 844A.
uld not surprisem if & was upset by the change order givenM personality.

Regarding the draft letter sent SA addressed to Clean Water Team in 2005,
Mexplained that co ion under DWS 844A was well under way and DFT already had
illed trades aready identified. Clean Water Team had an existing contract known as DWS
823 “Haggerty Pump” which ran from 2003 to 2005. When asked explained that @&l wrote
the letter to Clean Water Team after being asked to do so by confirmed
that Clean Water Team was asked to execute work that was originally under t pe of work for
DWS 844A and thisisreflected in the letter. This work included repairs to existing fencing and

programming. was asked why the DWSD requested that a third party conduct work and
make repairs ere contractually required under DWS 844A. M replied that @ did not
during atimewhen

ask why, @ just wrote the letter as di rected.M thought that thi
was having &Ml legal troubles and after DFT to make them complete the wor

“would have been politically not viable.” agreed with the statement that @8 did not have the
leverage to go against DFT to hold them ntable for their work.m was asked if @ felt
pressure to go along with DFT, referring to their stance on contractu es. replied that
DFT had the ear of “management.” When asked to clarify stated that ement was

and : added that froma p ive the power and influence w
and not
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